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% Sets monitering and surveillance program
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Maximum: contaminant levels of Title 22, CCR

22 CCR, Primary MCLs

Nitrogen (mg/L) 10
Nitrate (mg/L) 45
Selenium (mg/L) 0.05

22 CCR, Secondary MCLs

Constituent Recommended Upper Short-term

TDS (mg/L) 500 1000 1500

EC (uS/cm) 900 1600 2200

Chloride (mg/L) 250 500 600

Sulfate (mg/L) 250 500 600 5
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| Board’s Role

= @Only RegionaltBoard and StaterBoard can amend
BasintPlan

2 SNMPrreguires Basin Plan amendment
REJUIRES YoUr approval
One of the most Important amendments for the Region

Direction on' key: components of SNMP, & policy
o Ambient Water Quality: & Assimilative capacity.
o Anti-degradation analysis
o Implementation, including checks-and-balances, and feedback



ChlcalNISSUES

s ASSImIlative capacity.
S AmBIEnt Water guality.
# VIetnedology.

. Compliance with Anti-d
1 Implementation off amendment
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M State BeardrResoelution 638-1.6

s Knoewnras Anti-degradation Policy™

RECOgNIZes that quality: off some waters Is
Aigher than quality required by policies
REequires State to maintain such high quality
Untilit 1s demonstrated that change in quality:
o [S G0 the maximum benefit of State

o Will'not unreasonably affect beneficial uses

o Will'not result in quality below that quality
established by policies
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EXaInPIERBISChHAaRGE GIWaSte

" Prepesedidischarde off demestic waste to

EVapoeration/percolation ponds
DS o propesed discharge = 900 mgy/i
DEPth te groundwater 100 it
Discharge has potential to' increase TDS in groundwater
NIDS offareal groundwater = 250 mg/L

5 Applicable standards: 22 CCR MCL
500 mg/l, 1,000 mg/l, and 1,500 mg/|

% Anti-degradation analysis

What IS reasonable amount of increase of TDS? 10
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A 1000
|_
Assimilative Capacity at Upper Limit (750)

500 +—
Assimilative Capacity at Recommended Limit (250)

Ambient Water Quality (250)
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Send Proposed Do peer review
- . Draft Amendment .
Plan Administrative Amendment Respond to peer comments require
CEQA Documents ' . 1 Rk
Record for Peer review comments substantial changesyo
Staff Report .
Review draft ammendment?

Make available & Mail
e Draft Amendment Publish NPH and
CEQA Docs NOF (45 days before
o Staff Report Hearing)

(30 days before Hearing)

Staff presents report Board conducts Respond to
Parties present evidence Hearing comments received |

\4

Staff responds to State Board
comments raised Staff send must act on

during Hearing and Board closes Did Board approve Staff p.repar'es Administrative Amendment
1 1 Administrative

all other comments Hearing amendment? Record to State within 30 days
. Record .
not previously Board (or 90 days if

addressed in writing ressubmitted)

Redraft
amendment?
Continue
Hearing?

Send amendment

Amendment .
becomes effective (e Adm|-n o) State Board acts on
to Office of

following OAL Administrative Law amendment
approval

for approval
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h Staff’s Role

2 Proevidertechnicaliandireguiatony eversight, guidance
EEVallate data, make recommendations as appropriate

5 ProviderRegionalBoard with Verifiable data
SeekiRegional Boeard direction/elevate issues as needed

5 Redarding amendment

Respoensible for Administrative Record
Prepare propesed amendment package

Responsible for technical aspects of amendment

o \We either prepare them or review them for adeguacy when they.
prepared by other entity.

Ensure scientific aspects are peer reviewed
o Prepare and submit package for peer review, respond to comments
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AMERNCMERTDOCUMERTS

Prafit Amendment:
Prait Resolution
CEQA €Checklist and Discussion

Stafir Repoert with:
Jlechnical aspects of amendment
Reasonable alternatives considered
Mitigation measures
Economic considerations
Anti-degradation analysis
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SCIENUiC Reer Review

ypically:UC academic experts

SCIERLITIC DASIS
HYdrePELIOGIC SEtting
Regulatory: context
Special studies
Vlethedolegy, assumptions, calculations, etc.

We don't send piecemeal work or work
that: we fieel'is noet ready for peer review

Questions/Comments become part of

record
15



Questions/Comment?
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liotal Maximum Daily Load

Margin of
Safety
(uncertainty)

Allewanle Allowalble

Polllenrem Pollltion from

POINLSOUICES NONPOINL SEUCES (wind, runeff, etc.)
(Includes

Stremwaiter)

“Pollution budget” plan
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EMERGINGCeRSHttENtST o CGREERN

% Substances withrréallor perceived threat

s Nerhealthistandard/standand s evolving
o' Nanoeparticles
o Phiarmaceuticals
e Personallcare’ products
o Endocrine disrupting compounds
o Chemicals (Including those in products and packaging)

% Envirenmental Council of' State

State Water Board, USEPA, other States, NGOs
o \Working on identifying and characterizing threat

o Making recommendations for regulation P (P C
o Report available at: N N
e o

NEtp://WWW.ECos.0rg/section/ecoswire_attachments/
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[DEvelopiregulateny strategy. to) protect municipal/domestic ground
Waterbasins

Support completion off Use Attainability: Analyses and site specific
Objectives fior the Region (Where controls on' poeint and non-point
seUrces ol pollttion’ are not sufficient to meet REC I uses)

Increase use of: recycled wastewater by 30%
Attain water quality; standards of impaired surface waters

Ensure that Water Board staff: members have the knowledge and
skills needed to effectively and efficiently carry out the Water
Board’s mission
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